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Claims 1 1 to 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Becker et 
al (5,439,709) for the reasons of record as fully set forth in the Office Action dated September 6, 
2002. 

Applicant's arguments filed February 8, 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicants traverse the rejection of the claims as being obvious in view of Becker et 
al and point out the three criteria that must be satisfied to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness. 

The examiner is well aware of the criteria for establishing a case of prima facia 
obviousness and maintains the position that the claimed invention would be prima facie obvious 
in view of the cited prior art 

In the first place, applicants argue that the claimed invention comprises a mixture 
"consisting essentially of. The examiner could not find this language in any claims. Applicants 
should state specifically where it is found in the specification and claims. 

Also, applicants argue that Becker discloses fatty acid methyl esters based on C8-22 fatty 
acids of various natural origins and provides no distinction between animal-base fatty acids and 
vegetable-based fatty acids. It is the examiner's position that the fact that patentee did not 
restrict his fatty acid to vegetable based fatty acids does not negate the fact that he taught them. 
Of the fatty acid based methyl esters taught at col. 1, line 60 to 62, only one is animal based. 
The other five are vegetable based. There is no teaching of a preferred fatty acid methyl ester. 
The examiner does not modify the teaching of the reference. There would be no need to modify 
the teachings of Becker since he specifically teaches vegetable-based fatty acid methyl esters. 
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While Becker exemplifies animal- based fatty acids, references are not used just for what 
is in the illustrative examples but what is realistically taught in the specification. 

The examiner also takes the position that the issue is not whether use of vegetable based 
esters exhibit unexpected results as compared with animal based esters. The issue is whether 
Becker teaches a process for lubricating wool wherein a lubricant composition comprising a 
mixture of C 6 . 22 fatty acid methyl esters based on vegetable fatty acids is contacted with wool 
fibers. Patentee performs such a process. It is not obvious to follow the teachings of the prior 
art. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to J. V. Howard at 
telephone number (703) 308-2514. 



J. Howard/dh 
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